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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to Amendment filed September 30, 2008. 

2. Claims 3-10 are pending. Claim 3 is an independent claim. 

Response to Amendments 

3. Per Applicant's request, Claims 1-2 have been canceled and new claims 3-10 have been 
added. 

4. The amendment filed September 30, 2008 is objected to under 35 U.S.C. 132(a) because 
it introduces new matter into the disclosure. 35 U.S.C. 132(a) states that no amendment shall 
introduce new matter into the disclosure of the invention. The added material which is not 
supported by the original disclosure is as follows: pages 26-42. 

Applicant is required to cancel the new matter in the reply to this Office Action. 

5. Applicant's cancellation of Claims 1-2 and addition of new claims 3-10 necessitated the 
new grounds of rejection. 

Claim Objection 

6. Claims 3, 4, 5 and 6 are objected for the following minor informalities: 

Claim 3: at line 4, the redundant comma should be deleted after "content type"; 

Claim 4: at line 2, "ad's" should be changed to — ads — ; 

Claim 5: "DIGITAL TUNER REGULATOR" should be followed by a 
description noun if the "DIGITAL TUNER REGULATOR" is to be interpreted to be a 
trademark. Trademark in a claim may be improper unless the trademark is used as an 
adjective modifying a description noun. For example, it would be appropriate to recite 
"the JAVA platform" or "the JAVA programming language." Note that in these 
examples, "platform" and "programming language" provide accompanying generic 
terminology, describing the context in which the trademark is used. By itself, the 
trademark JAVA specifies only the source of the so-labeled products, namely SUN 
Microsystems, Inc. 
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Claim 6: at line 2, "api's" should be changed to - apis 
Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

7. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of the 35 U.S.C. § 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming 
the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 



8. Claims 3, 7, 8 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph, as being 

indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 3 : 

at line 4, the limitation "the content owners" lacks proper antecedent basis; 

at line 6: the limitation "the viewer" lacks proper antecedent basis; 
Claim 7: the limitation "said output device" lacks proper antecedent basis; 
Claim 8: the limitation "said output device" lacks proper antecedent basis; 
Claim 9: the limitation "said output device" lacks proper antecedent basis. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. § 102 that form 
the basis for the rejection under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in 

(1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed in the United States before 
the invention by the applicant for patent, or 
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(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention 
by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) 
shall have the effects for the purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States and was 
published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

10. Claims 3-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent 
Application Publication No. 2003/0229900 Al by Reisman. 

It should be noted that hereinafter the use of the clause "see at least" should be interpreted that the cited 
portions that follow the clause are not the only portions that are considered to be relevant. Should Applicant find 
that the cited portions are not relevant, other portions of the disclosure of the prior art reference will be provided as 
additional evidence and/or context to the relevancy of the previously cited portions. Since the evidence is from the 
same reference, the introduction of the additional evidence in response to Applicant's arguments should not 
therefore be considered to be that of new grounds of rejection. 

Claim 3 

Reisman discloses at least a process comprising: 

having a Digital Tuner Regulator Platform (see at least [0002]) connected to a 
two way digital tuner equipped device(see at least [01 12]; [0176]; [0199]; [0235], e.g., 
PC-DTV) which regulates the processes which authenticate users, content, advertisement 
(see at least [0292]; [0295-0296]), and royalty distribution (see at least [0529]; [0616]), 
and recognizing and reporting back information about the user (see at least [0302]; 
[0369-0370]; [0512]; [0537]), the times of user activity (see at least [0189]), content type 
([0026]), name of the content (see at least [0062]), when it was entered or made available 
to users by the content owners themselves, the amount of times content has been used or 
transferred (see at least FIG. 6; [0029-0030]), e.g., tracking activity; profiling in [0290], 
[0370]), the advertisement option (see at least [0526]; [0616]), what advertisement the 
viewer has or has not selected in the past (see at least [0526]), the amount of royalties 
paid for and to whom they were paid (see at least [0525-0529]). 

Claim 4 

The rejection of base claim 3 is incorporated. Reisman further discloses where the 
activity of the user is one or more of a selection of select/or not select content (see at least 
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[0030]; [0115]; [0121-0122]; [0125]), select or not select ads (see at least [0115]) and play or 
store content (see at least [0030]; [0073]; [0118]; [0197]; [0306]). 

Claim 5 

The rejection of base claim 3 is incorporated. Reisman further discloses generating a 
DIGITAL TUNER REGULATOR for each unique user (see at least (see at least [0002]; [0023]). 

Claim 6 

The rejection of base claim 3 is incorporated. Reisman further discloses having said 
information being stored in numerous or stand alone database (see at least FIG. 1, device 160 or 
on the iTV/PC), api's (see at least [0137]) or storage units which is controlled by both the 
actions of the end user 's input into the digital tuner equipped device and the Digital Tuner 
Regulator Platform processes (see at least FIG. 1, device 160 or on the iTV/PC). 

Claim 7 

The rejections of the base claim 3 and intervening claim 6 are incorporated. Reisman 
further discloses where said database is contained within said output device (see at least FIG. 1, 
database stored on iTV's memory to PC; [01 18]; [0610]). 

Claim 8 

The rejection of base claim 3 is incorporated. Reisman further discloses where said 
output device is a television (see at least FIG. 1, device 130). 

Claim 9 

The rejection of base claim 3 is incorporated. Reisman further discloses where said 
output device is a computer (see at least FIG. 1, 140). 

Claim 10 

The rejection of base claim 3 is incorporated. Reisman does not specifically disclose 
assigning a code for each respective advertisement uploaded by a participating advertiser. 
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However, Reisman discloses participation of advertisement authors in [0071]. Thus, the 
feature of assigning a code for each respective advertisement uploaded by a participating 
advertiser is deemed inherent to Reisman because without such an identification code, how could 
content providers keep track of advertisements targeted to customers for customization and 
billing purposes. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to Applicant's 
disclosure. 

12. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 
1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, 
will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
final action. 

13. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hoang-Vu "Antony" Nguyen-Ba whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-3701 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 9:00 am to 
5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, John Miller 
can be reached at (571) 272-7353. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is (571)273-8300. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should be 
directed to the TC 2400 Group receptionist (571) 272-2400. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at (866) 217-9197 (toll-free). 



/Hoang-Vu Antony Nguyen-Ba/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2421 
February 2, 2009 



